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its force everywhere, provided that this will not prejudice the sub-
jects of the sovereign by whom its recognition is sought.1
After pointing out in justification of the third maxim that no-
thing can be more destructive of international commerce than
to neutralize rights validly acquired in one place merely because
they are void according to a conflicting law elsewhere, Huber
affirms the principle that all acts and transactions validly
effected according to the law of a particular place are to be
recognized as valid even in a country whose law would regard
them as void, but that acts and transactions effected in a place
contrary to the local law, being void ab initioy are void every-
where.2 In other words, although each State is free by virtue
of its sovereignty to construct its own system of private inter-
national law, it does not in fact act arbitrarily, but on the sup-
posed principle of comity allows the operation within its own
territory of a law that has already operated elsewhere. Comity
and the pressure of international commerce require that acts
duly performed in one jurisdiction shall be sustained in other
jurisdictions.3 Thus was launched the theory of vested or ac-
quired rights that has played so notable a part in the writings
of Dicey and other English authors.
In the eighteenth century the statute theory continued to
receive attention from the French jurists, some of whom
favoured the Dutch doctrine that the application of laws was
limited to the territory of the legislator, while others, such as
Bouhier (1673-1746), increased the scope of personal statutes
and so favoured the extra-territorial operation of laws.
Disappear-     It is needless to discuss the theory further. It has played a
"^tfcftnte £reat Part *n breaking down the doctrine of territoriality, and
theory it has found disciples even in modern times,4 but it lacks
a scientific basis, and affords no solid ground upon which a
sound and logical system can be erected. It is impossible to
disagree with the opinion expressed by a learned American
judge in 1872, who said:5
'We are led into an examination of the doctrine of real and personal
statutes, as it is called by the Continental writers of Europe, a subject
1 For a translation of tlie title De Conflictu Legum, and for an account of
Huber's influence, see an article by D. J. Llewelyn Davies, 18 B.r.B.LL. (1937),
49~78-	2 Beale, iii. 1903-4.
3	2 American Journal of Comparative Law, 307 (Professor Yntema).
4	e.g. VareiUes-Sommteres, La Synthht du droit international privt.
5	Porter J. in SauIv.His Creditors (i8z7), 5 Martin, N.S. 569, 58$; Loreu-
zen,p. 733-

